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CATHOLIC TRADITION 
AND SPAIN'S POLITICAL FUTURE 


IV. UNION BEHIND A COMMON 


PROGRAM, THE ONLY SOLUTION POSSIBLE 


Xavier Flores 


We have spoken at length of the problem of the Chris- 
tian democrats of Spain. One important aspect, how- 
ever, remains to be clarified: what is their position, 
and how much weight do they bear, politically speak- 
ing? We will endeavor to provide precise answers to 
these questions so that each may decide to what point 
he should or should not help us in our undertaking. 

Let us be objective: giving each word its full value, 
the Christian democrats relate to a very extensive trend 
of opinion, but for the moment they are only relatively 
effective. The authorities of the regime accuse them of 
playing the communist game; the Church regards them 
with trepidation, although in some ecclesiastical circles 
they enjoy sincere respect; the rightists openly hate 
them; the super-integralists of Opus Dei lament the 
fact that they have no inquisitorial apparatus on hand 
with which to make an auto-da-fé of them; and, finally, 
those Christian democrats who are neo-cedistas (mem- 
bers of the group representing the revived CEDA, a 
right-wing Catholic party of the Republic) consider, 
though they do not come right out and say as much, 
that their intentions are not attuned to the needs of 
the moment. 

What, briefly, are the intentions of these people 
that inspire such misgivings? Nothing that could give 
cause for alarm to any sincere democrat. 

They want the establishment in Spain of a new re- 
gime, to be freely chosen by the people, and the elimina- 
tion, for once and for all, of the climate of civil war 
which has poisoned our country since 1939. 

They want a basic revision of the work of the Franco 
regime; punishment for the abuses committed under the 
protection of, or even in spite of, legislation at present 
in force; they want a restoration of the funds that 
have been illicitly acquired or stolen from the people 
so that they may be dedicated to the economic recon- 
struction of the country; they want a termination of 
caste privileges, while at the same time they want all 
of those aspects of a technical or legislative order that 
constitute positive contributions for the future, such 
as health insurance or family subsidies, to be preserved 
and improved upon. 

They want Spain to be incorporated into the com- 
munity of western nations and to become, in these times 
of crisis of the democratic concept, an example in de- 
mocracy. For this it will be necessary for progressive 
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social legislation to be enacted and implemented in our 
country, adjusted to its possibilities and free of all 
demagogy; for the international agreements to be rati- 
fied in practice and not merely re-affirmed on official 
occasions; for the economic orientation of the country 
to be basically revised, and an uncompromising respect 
for the basic freedoms proclaimed by the Allies at the 
end of the last war to be imposed. 

Above all, they want peace with the Church. This 
is the cornerstone of their campaign. 

The Spanish people have been carrying on a dispute 
with the Church since time immemorial. This dispute 
must be resolved for once and for all. If it is not re- 
solved then there never will be peace in Spain, either 
in the streets or in Parliament, and blood will be shed 
on our land again and again. 

But this peace with the Church, which we might 
well call our internal Concordat, could hardly be at- 
tained by the old Republican parties acting on their 
own. The past still casts an indelible shadow on many 
spirits. Likewise would it be difficult for a Christian 
democratic religious party, directed or at least in- 
fluenced by ecclesiastical authority and hence not neu- 
tral, to achieve peace with the Church. The attainment 
of such a peace, which should be the work of all the 
democrats, requires a catalyst, that is to say an ele- 
ment which by its impartiality favors the union of the 
strongest forces behind a common solution without 
arousing the mistrust of any one of them, and which 
would thus bring the Church to negotiate in an at- 
mosphere of mutual understanding with the democrats. 
To inspire the confidence of the Church as a whole,— 
not merely of one limited ecclesiastical sector—, and 
to contribute to the formation of such a catalyst, are 
the tasks that Christian democrats have undertaken. 

It is not necessary for them to form a large party 
in order to achieve these ends, but to be able to count 
on the support of the democratic parties and to be 
able to act with respect to the Church as intermediaries 
or interpreters of a joint position agreed upon with 
these parties. 

To achieve these objectives it would be opportune to 
form a delegation made up of representatives of all the 
democratic groups in order to discuss the position which 
the exiles should take in a first stage (and later, when 
united with the forces of the interior) with respect to 
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the problem of the Church. Aside from such a delega- 
tion, a council could be formed of persons within Spain 
and in exile, charged to initiate direct representations 
with the hierarchy of the Spanish Church and with 
the Vatican itself. We will repeat to the point of 
satiety that unilateral positions are but partial guaran- 
tees with but meager influence on the Church, if they 
have any influence at all. One must not forget that 
the fall of Franco does not pre-suppose the fall of the 
Catholic Church—let no one be mistaken on this point! 
—and that tomorrow we will inevitably come up against 
the Church. It is better therefore that we all clarify 
our positions from now on. 

We say “from now on” because the Church is one 
of the forces that can exert the most pressure in the 
change of regime which Spain must undergo. If the 
exiles do not jointly define their position, if they re- 
veal themselves to be incapable of coming to an agree- 
ment on such a vital problem, then the integralist sec- 
tor of the Spanish Church will close up its ranks and 
concentrate all its influence towards the installation of 
a reactionary monarchist restoration—as it has already 
been doing—and will crush the democratic Catholic 
sector which has been showing signs during the past 
year of its desire to find a solution that is valid for 
all Spaniards. 

The unity of all the democratic forces behind a 
joint program would give it a power which it would 
lack were it to emanate from an isolated group. Fur- 
thermore, such a unity would demonstrate to the Span- 
iards in Spain that the parties in exile have not re- 
mained incrusted in anachronistic positions but are 
capable of renovation and of offering a solution to the 
people in keeping with the present times. 

The viability and effectiveness of such a solution 
would depend on our not making the mistake of treat- 
ing it apart from its political, economic and social con- 
text. The religious problem is one of the principal prob- 
lems of the country, but it is not the only one. This 
program should not only include juridical and political 
aspects, such as the question of the future form of 
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government, but also the social and economic prob- 
lems of the present times. A detailed study of the 
present situation based on information provided by the 
official or private institutions of the regime itself, and 
on the reports made by international organizations, 
would permit a fair and considered evaluation of the 
Franco era and the proposal of remedies adjusted to 
the living realities of the country. Such an overall pro- 
gram, a manifestation of the collective will, could be 
brought to the attention of the Spanish people by 
means of a coordinated propaganda program which, 
in our opinion, is perfectly feasible. 

However for this it is first necessary for us to over- 
come our disunity and the personal quarrels which have 
done so much harm to the country. It is necessary for 
the political parties to eliminate their schisms, for the 
socialists to regroup themselves, for the republicans to 
form one big Republican party. Without wishing to hurt 
anyone’s feelings, I feel obliged to say that the exist- 
ence of groups such as Unién Republicana or Izquierda 
Republicana (Republican parties of the Republic) in 
1958 does not relate to the present realities in Spain. 
These parties are to be highly esteemed, individually 
speaking, but they are remnants of another era, inade- 
quate for the needs of today. For the Spain of to- 
morrow will not be a mere return to 1931 any more 
than was the Spain of 1931 a mere return to the times 
of Pi y Margall (the first Spanish Republic, 1873). 

One big Republican party, one big Socialist party, 
some labor unions that are united and decided in ac- 
tion; here is what we need in these moments when 
the extreme rightists of Spain are preparing to prolong 
their rule under a reactionary monarchy. 

Up to now the political parties in exile have limited 
themselves to the formulation of statements of prin- 
ciples and to the proposal of the passage of a provisional 
period with no defined form of government as a remedy 
to the present situation. During such a transitional 
period preparations would be made for the popular con- 
sultation which would be the legal source of the new 
Republic or monarchist regime. We have taken an 
identical position in the document entitled “Republic 
or Monarchy”, published in the middle of 1957, and 
based on the spirit of the “Pact of Paris” which was 
signed in February of the same year. 

In September, 1957, the Socialist party published 
a new declaration in which it affirmed its “decided 
will to collaborate with all the democratic forces that 
are prepared to liberate Spain.” 

And now we have at hand the June, 1958, issue of 
the newspaper C.N.T., organ of the Spanish Confede- 
racién Nacional de Trabajo [one of the two big labor 
unions of Spain, both outlawed by the Franco regime] 
published in Mexico. It bears the following statement 
on its front page: “A national democratic front, which 
includes the labor unions, can and should be the ex- 
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pression of the feelings of the Spanish people. Without 
an organization of such a nature the present efforts 


lack effectiveness. All remains in words and plans with- 
out ever turning into that which can really overthrow 
Franco: action. How much longer will things go on 
this way?” 

We agree with all of these asseverations, and likewise 
ask: When will we pass from words to deeds? If the 
democratic parties in exile are in agreement about 
the solution which should be offered the Spanish 
people, then why do they not at once form the Na- 
tional Democratic Front—and unite their efforts and 
their means—in order to propose a detailed program 
to the Spanish people? 

The country has been in a state of expectancy for 
some time now. The people are waiting for a specific 
task to be proposed to them. In the meantime the forces 
of the extreme right are busily moving back and forth 
between Madrid and Estoril. Little does it matter to 
them that the exiles have asked for free elections so 
long as this request is not backed up by unity abroad 
and a powerful current of opinion in the interior. It 
is vain to formulate declarations of principles if one 
does not have the determination to back them up with 
immediate action, aimed at awakening a veritable pop- 
ular fervor in favor of the restoration of democratic 
freedoms. But in addition it is also necessary for the 
people to know what is to be done within the protec- 
tive shelter of these freedoms; that is, what solution is 
to be made of the great vital problems of Spain such 
as the problem of the Church, the Army, the Treasury, 
Agrarian reform, etc. Either the exiles will show them- 
selves. capable of submitting a joint reply to the chal- 
lenge of these tremendous problems, or the Spaniards 
will go on thinking that the return of the political 
parties of the Republic will only mean a prolongation 
of the tragic divisions which did us so much harm and 
which have indirectly contributed so much to the sup- 
port of Franco. We must pass from negative criticism 
to a positive confrontation of the problems. The Span- 
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ish people are tired of improvisations and of the post- 
ponement to the future of the solutions demanded by 
the present. 

Were the parties in exile to show themselves capable 
of elaborating a joint program and of forming a Na- 
tional Democratic Front, then it would immediately be 
possible to initiate negotiations with leading sectérs of 
the Church and the Army and with the forces that 
support the restoration of the Monarchy today. These 
include many persons. who would be willing» to accept 
the Monarchy without previous free elections, not be- 
cause of any lack of respect for the consensus of opinion, 
but because they fear the disunity of the democrats and, 
above all, the possibility of the outbreak of another 
civil war. 

One basic and incontrovertible fact must be kept in 
mind: the Spanish people want guarantees and pre- 
cisions. They are tired of hearing that all are in agree- 
ment as to the need to bring the Franco regime to an 
end. They want to see that agreement, which so far 
has amounted to no more than a statement of prin- 
ciples, moulded into a concrete reality. 

The democrats in exile have an unavoidable’ obliga- 
tion to demonstrate to: the Spanish people that they 
are. truly united behind. a common solution, and that 
they have ended. their disunity and are prepared to 
act “all as one’, as José Maria de Semprun Gurrea 
so aptly expressed it in a recent article in [IBERICA. 

“All as one” in a common front, armed with a com- 
mon program, with all the propaganda media available 


to the exiles at the service of such a program; this is the, 
only solution. Either the Spanish democrats will show 


that they are capable of fighting the final battle, mak- 
ing their living presence felt incarnate in a concrete 
program in the interior, or tomorrow they will lack 


sufficient tears with which to mourn their lost oppor- 
tunity. 


Freedom does not give herself away, she must be won 


in battle. Before the common enemy, union is our one 
salvation. 








LETTER FROM SPAIN 
ON ART AND LITERATURE 


POETRY PUT TO THE PROOF 
Juan de Toledo 


In these last few years various histories of literature 
and many studies of our contemporary poetry have 
appeared in Spain. The names of most of the poets 
of this post-war period are included in these histor- 
ies and studies. Their works, technical devices, spheres 
of influence and other aspects have been explored, 
but what is not to be found in these critical works 
is an account of what has actually happened in the 
existence of our poetry, the reasons for its mutations 
and the meaning of the new problems that have 
been confronted. These literary histories have been 
written by professors who are very competent and 
scholarly, but who, while fully aware of the sig- 
nificance of these changes, have not dared remove 
the lid from the cauldron that is on the fire. They 
limit their efforts to the deciphering of verses from a 
more or less technical point of view, to noting the 
inheritance of influences or to fathoming the obscuri- 
ties of what are perfectly clear biographies. It is as 
though these men were writing with the premeditated 
intent of cutting off all relations between poetry and 
history, poetry and politics, poetry and life. 
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We are fairly certain that in this world of poetry 
a social tendency has not arisen in a deliberate way. 
One would say rather that these Spanish lyricists 
have been changing as a result of what they have 
been seeing and of the malaise that surrounds them. 
But a long time has had to pass for the men of the 
new generations who were not personally involved 
in the Civil War to come to have a lucid awareness 
of what has been happening in Spain. As far as we 
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know this transitional period and process have not 
been recorded in any of these literary histories. 

We do not know what might have happened if 
all the members of that splendid group of poets who 
appeared during the dictatorship of Primo de Rivera, 
who were the greatest innovators of our lyric poetry, 
the pioneers in pure and popular composition, the 
heirs of Juan Ramon Jiménez, had remained in Spain 
after the Civil War. Only the least important among 
them stayed behind. The exiles, ever bearing the 
sorrows of their country along with them, have re- 
mained more or less enclosed in their own worlds: 
they have lived-on the memory of Spain, nourishing 
it with their phantasies. 

We have already said on repeated occasions that 
what was bad in this contemporary history of Spain 
was not the Civil War, bad though it was, but the 
peace which followed it. Of those who remained 
here the members of the generation that began to 
write during the Republic calmly continued to do 
the same as though nothing had transpired in the 
meantime. It will be recalled that this generation, the 
generation of Rosales, Vivanco and Panero, whose 
members were very closely identified with the review 
Cruz y raya, was in certain respects a conservative 
and traditionalist generation, which restored the cult 
of Garcilaso and cultivated a porcelain-like poetry 
of love, in contrast to that of its elders, the generation 
of Salinas, Guillén, Alberti, Lorca, Damaso Alonso 
and Aleixandre. 

The lyricism of those first post-war years arose 
from that young group of Cruz y raya. Their work 
and inspiration were very well suited for them to 
live peacefully in their individual towers, far re- 
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moved from the suffering of Spain. But, to be truth- 
ful, we must also note that as time went on many of 
these young poets, subject to the pressure of who 
knows what coercive forces, descended from their 
towers, spreading out into the streets and plazas and 
gradually creating a more communal and communi- 
cative poetry which expressed a basic restiveness and 
an emotional malaise. The publication of Hijos de la 
ira (Sons of Fury) by Damaso Alonso, Sombra del 
paraiso (Shadow of Paradise) by Vicente Aleixandre, 
of the generation of great modern masters, as well 
as La casa encendida (The House on Fire) by Luis 
Rosales, or La continuacién de la vida (The Contin- 
uation of Life) by Luis Felipe Vivanco, were impor- 
tant literary events which in a certain way led up 
to the appearance of the social, existentialist or civic 
poetry which we admired later on. The manner of 
understanding the religious feeling—many of these 
poets are ardent Catholics—the fury expressed in 
their works and the new realistic approach to life 
are all significant elements of their transition to- 
wards a new state of affairs. 

Little by little a more original sensibility was emerg- 
ing, a mentality more in consonance with historic 
events and a more ample and human rebelliousness. 
The causes behind this transformation are not hard 
to find. First of all, it must be remembered that the 
unjust political and social pressures being exerted on 
the spirits of all the Spaniards and the absence of 
all kinds of freedom are producing ever greater un- 
rest and rancor. One of the most powerful factors 
generating the new “subversive” poets is their bore- 
dom with this national life. As in every kind of dic- 
tatorship the vertical State interferes in everything 
and directs all the movements of the citizens from 
its pyramidal peak. This relentless and barren world 
is drying up all the springs of individuality to the 
point of cutting off at the root any private initiative 
which does not conform to the totalitarian norms. 
This holds true everywhere: in the world of busi- 
ness, the world of industry, the world of the poet. It 
is very possible that all of this could have brought 
us to an absolute nihilism, as has happened in so 
many totalitarian countries, were it not for the exist- 
ence of foreign incitements, of that continual resist- 
ance reaching us from the exiles abroad, and that 
permanent provocation of “the problem of Spain.” 

For once again came that metaphysical and lyrical 
preoccupation with the nature and meaning of Spain. 
That reiterated query of all our greatest thinkers 


as to the reasons for our difference from the other | 


European nations and for the “originality” of our 
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behavior was taken up with renewed vigor and an 
unprecedented spontaneity. Whereas in other eras 
this question always remained floating in the grey 
atmosphere of the abstract and historic, now through 
the post-war poets it has acquired a more concrete 
and immediate character, still more compelling in 
that it is being made from within that wound of liv- 
ing flesh of the Civil War and the unjust and op- 
pressive peace. 

This generation of poets, headed by Victoriano 
Cremer, Gabriel Celaya, Blas de Otero, Ramén de 
Garciasol, Eugenio de Nora and José Hierro revives 
a Spain which does not resemble any of so many 
other Spains that have been revived and written about 
before. The presence of Spain is urgent and irrepres- 
sible in works like Canto total a Espana (Total Song 
to Spain) by Cremer, or Las cartas bocas arriba 
(Cards with Faces up) by Celaya, En nombre de 
Espana, paz (In the Name of Spain, Peace) by 
Otero, in Hombres de la tierra (Men of the Land) 
by Garciasol, or in Espana pasion de mi vida (Spain, 
Passion of my Life) by Hierro. These poets represent 
a diversity of temperament and inspiration, but there 
is something which unites them all: their lyricism 
has been born of an indomitable critical feeling, a 
critical feeling which is not founded on history but 
which is terribly bound up with personal existence. 

There is much that could be said about the way 
in which this critical feeling, which cannot be ex- 
pressed openly, becomes transformed into poetry: in- 
to a cry of sorrow, a complaint, a lament. What is 
certain is that under the pressure of circumstances, 
and taught by the vigor of the temporal lyricism of 
Antonio Machado and also by the heartsick personal 
expression of Miguel Hernandez, all of these poets 
have come to achieve a unique poetic style which 
does not resemble either the existentialists of France 
today or the neo-realists of many countries, or the 
poetry of either Antonio Machado or Miguel Her- 








nandez, for that matter. We have many of these 
poets in Spain. They exist in all the provinces and 
there is one in every town. One might almost say 
that they form a sort of resonant shell for all the 
Spaniards which culls their despair and hope and 
reflects the unanimous feeling of many souls in tor- 
ment, 

True, the poetry of today has not been able to 
express itself completely. But on occasion a splendid 
esthetic and human quality appears in those drama- 
tic times when one cannot say what one would like 
to say, when one is imprisoned. The originality of 
this Spanish lyricism is born of this circumstance, of 
this phenomenon of necessary adaptation and camou- 
flage. Each poet has had to seek his own formula 
for self-affirmation. 

As an example of this phenomenon it is convenient 
to call attention to the latest important book of poetry 
to be published in our country: Teatro real (Theater 
of Reality)* by Leopoldo de Luis, which has already 
merited a very cordial reception in JBERICA.’ Leo- 
poldo de Luis is well known as a poet in the national 
scene. His first book, Los imposibles pajaros (The Im- 
possible Birds) came out in 1949. Now he brings us 


1 TEATRO REAL, Coleccién Adonais. Ediciones Rialp, 
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2 IBERICA, July-August, 1958 (Spanish edition only). 


Teatro real, a book of singular poetic and human 
expressiveness. It is like. a muted colloquy on th 
meaning of life in contemporary Spain. - ' 

Leopoldo de Luis makes his feelings very clear to 
us right from the start; his poems tell us of ex- 
haustion, disgust, true despair. In the title poem the 
performance of the Spanish drama begins. Here the 
poet is the chorus, telling us that this performance is 
“clumsy, with its recitations by rote, its parrot-like 
spirit, shoddy costumes, antiquated tricks, clouds of 
dust, its lack of a director and the old prompter whom 
nobody sees.” Soon fire breaks out in: this musty 
theater and then the actors reject each other as 
brothers and fly at each other’s throats. During the 
entire performance an implacable white light beams 
harshly on the white faces of the performers. This 
theatrical parody tells us to what extent human sub- 
stance, historic truth, and the dignity of tragedy are 
lacking in the theater of the Spanish reality. All of 
this is what the poet misses in the Spain of today. 

The second part of the book, entitled Patria oscura, 
opens with a very beautiful poem: ‘““There is a coun- 
try of darkness and hope,” which is written in the 
same spirit as is the rest of the volume. However, 
behind the pessimistic content of the poem hope 
appears, not as a burning and brilliant flame, but as 
a small live coal which must be constantly tended. 
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A LETTER TO "AMERICA" 


AN EX-MINISTER OF THE REPUBLIC 
ANSWERS AN EX-MINISTER UNDER FRANCO 


In its edition of January 11 of this year, AMERICA, 
the National Catholic Weekly Review which is edited 
by some Jesuit fathers of America and Canada, pub- 
lished an article entitled “The Evolution of the Span- 
ish Cortes” by Sr. Alberto Martin Artajo, former Min- 
ister of Foreign Affairs of Spain under General Franco. 

On July 19 AMERICA published the following let- 
ter from Sr. Manuel de Irujo, former Minister of Jus- 
tice in the Spanish Republican Government who is at 
present attached to the autonomous Basque Republican 
Government in exile, in answer to Sr. Martin Artajo’s 
article. 


To the Editor 
AMERICA 


Dear Sir: 


An article entitled “The Reform of the Spanish Cortes” 
by Don Alberto Martin Artajo, former Spanish Minis- 
ter of Foreign Relations under General Franco, ap- 
peared in the January 11 issue of AMERICA. In this 
article Sr. Martin Artajo endeavored to convince his 
readers that, as he stated in his last paragraph, “The 
reforms which the new legislation introduces in the 
organization and working of the Cortes mark, as may 
be noticed, an important step in the evolution of the 
Spanish political regime.” 

However, an examination of the actual texts alluded 
to by Sr. Martin Artajo would reveal that this and other 
generalizations are not based on fact. 

A Decree issued by the National Defense Junta on 
September 29, 1936, “appoints as Chief of the Govern- 
ment of the Spanish State His Excellency General of 
Division Don Francisco Franco Bahamonde, who will 
assume all of the powers of the new State.” This vesting 
of supreme power in the Chief of State is reiterated 
in the Laws of January 30, 1938, and of August 8, 1939. 
According to a Law issued by General Franco on July 
17, 1942, “The supreme power to dictate juridical 
norms of a general nature continuing to reside in the 
Chief of State, according to the terms of the Laws of 
January 30, 1938 and August 8, 1939 . . . The prepara- 
tion and elaboration of laws is the principal mission of 
the Cortes, without prejudice to the right of ratifica- 
tion which pertains to the Chief of State . . . The 
President, two Vice-Presidents and four Secretaries of 
the Cortes will be appointed by Decree’ issued by the 
Chief of State . . . The Committees will be determined 
and their members appointed by the President of the 
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Cortes, with the agreement of the Government. The 
President of the Cortes will also determine the agenda, 
both for the plenary sessions and Committees, with the 
agreement of the Government. . .” Pe PRT 

Space prevents my enumerating subsequent legal texts, 
but not a single one of them reveals the slightest’ symp- 
tom of evolution in:the regime as established by this 
Law of July 17, 1942. On the contrary, the changes 
noted reinforce the initial character of the Cortes and 
its submission to the Executive, for which it serves as 
a mere consultative organization, cloaked in phrases and 
forms of parliamentary character. 

With respect to the new legislation to which Sr. Mar- 
tin Artajo refers with such optimism, the new “Regla- 
mentos” or Regulations of the Cortes, issued on Decem- 
ber 26, 1957, his literay version is more adapted to 
parliamentary parlance than is the text of the Regula- 
tions themselves. A brief examination of its Articles 
will reveal this. nee 

In the first place, the “Procuradores” (members of 
the Cortes, who are appointed, not elected) “will enter 
into office after having sworn an oath of allegiance 
to the principles of the National Movement before the 
Plenary session.” (Article 2). Thus the Cortes continues 
to be a voice of the side that won the Civil War, not 
a national representation. The President of the Cortes, 
who, it will be remembered, is appointed as Chief of 
State, in turn “proposes” the names of the members 
of the “Permanent Delegation” and “appoints” the 
other Committee members.” (Articles 3, 23, 24, 25, 26). 
The power of the President of the Cortes to authorize 
the arrest of “Procuradores” continues, and the Perma- 
nent Delegation has the authority to grant petitions 
for their trial (Article 7). All of the “Procuradores,”’ in- 
cluding those designated by the municipal governments, 
may be dismissed from office for “unworthiness” (Ar- 
ticle 12). 

“One of the criticisms of the present composition of 
the Cortes,” writes Sr. Martin Artajo, referring to the 
former Regulations of the Cortes, “is that it includes 
an excessive number of members belonging to public 
administration, which might restrict, to a certain de- 
gree, the independence of the legislative power . . .” 

Yet the “evolution” consists in an increase of these 
administrative members in the “Permanent Commit- 
tee,” the only one that acquires a little power, very 
limited though it is, so that out of seventeen members 
in all, fifteen are now either Falangists or governmental 
functionaries (Article 21). 








In general Sr. Martin Artajo’s article achieves the 
difficult task of confusing reality with that which is 
but dreamt of, law with what is but wishful thinking. 
As long as the present regime, which calls itself totali- 
tarian and is forged on the basis of the unique and 
absolute authority of the Chief of State, continues to 
exist as such, it is incapable of evolution. 

To invoke the “Fuero of the Spaniards” (often re- 
ferred to as the “Spanish Bill of Rights”) as does the 
author, does not become a writer of good faith. Sr. 
Martin Artajo knows well that the “Fuero” is a basic 
law which lacks provisions for its implementation. 
And he knows this better than do many others, because 
while in office as Minister of Foreign Relations he him- 
self asked, in vain, that provisions for its implementa- 
tion be adopted. 


To speak of the “independence of legislative power 
in relation to the Executive” in a totalitarian regime, 
in which all powers are rooted in the Chief of State, 
makes no sense whatsoever. 

“The existing regulations made the plenary sessions 
of the Cortes a sort of briefing session, in which the 
deputies merely listened to the speeches made . . . There 
was not, therefore, any deliberation or debate as such.” 
In this we should be grateful to Sr. Martin Artajo for 
his recognition of the truth. That is where he should 
have begun, confessing that the Cortes today is as he 
has just described it, without prejudice to a hope that 
it may some day be something worthy of its name, its 
tradition and its history. 

Sincerely yours, 
MANUEL DE IRUJO 


MORE ABOUT THE PRIEST OF CAMPUZANO 


The June 15 JBERICA included an account of the 
confinement, on May 11, of Father Carlos Martin Cas- 
tafieda, parish priest of the town of Campuzano in the 
northern seaboard province of Santander. The priest’s 
arrest and seclusion in the Trappist monastery of Cé- 
breces had been ordered by the Bishop of Santander, 
and carried out by the Civil Governor of the province, 
D. Jacobo Roldén Losada, as a punishment for his 
“crime” of having preached a sermon in which he so- 
licited aid for “that great number of laborers who have 
been dismissed from work and who still, after a week, 
have received no consolation or help with which to 
remedy their sad situation.” It may be recalled that 
Father Martin Castafieda’s sermon terminated with the 
following paragraphs: 

“Now, though I exceed my pastoral functions, I can- 
not fail to voice a protest, from this sacred place whence 
all immoralities should be attacked, against the oppres- 
sions, violences and brutalities to which our various 
brother laborers have been subjected. 

“No one who goes to confession and calls himself a 
Christian can employ evil means under the pretext of 
attaining good ends, as—and let this be quite clear— 
this is reprehensible to and condemned by Christian 
morality.” 

Subsequently Father Martin Castaieda was con- 
fined to the town of Villasana de Mena, an enclave 
of the diocese of Santander within the province of 
Burgos. j 

The people of Gampuzano have demonstrated a de- 
termined loyalty to Father Martin Castaneda. Over- 
flowing busloads of his parishioners went to see the 
Bishop of Santander, and then proceeded to Madrid 
where they intended to appeal directly to the Papal 
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Nuncio. However upon their arrival at the Nuncia- 
ture they were refused admission and sent away with- 
out the slightest consideration. 

In the meantime attempts were being made to find 
a new priest for the parish of Campuzano. Three re- 
fused to accept the post and finally a recently ordained 
priest, Father Nicanor Arce, was installed. However the 
townspeople continued to boycott the church, preferring 
to fulfill their religious obligations at nearby parishes, 
mainly that of Torrelavega. 

Father Martin Castafieda was then appointed to a 
new parish, that of Sefia. Before his removal there he 
was given authorization to hold first communion for 
some young girls of Campuzano in the nearby parish 
of Barreda on July 16. On that day the entire popu- 
lation of Campuzano went in a body to Barreda to 
attend the service. Later in the day, when they were 
returning home in an orderly way, they were stopped 
by police at the entrance to Torrelavega, which they 
had to pass through, and some of them were conducted 
to police headquarters. The others were forbidden to 
pass through Torrelavega and had to take a round- 
about route in order to get home to Campuzano. 

The Unién Cristiano-Demécrata Montafiesa [clandes- 
tine Christian Democrat group of the Santander high- 
lands] has printed some manifestos protesting these oc- 
currences. These leaflets have been widely circulated 
throughout the province and have been the cause of 
house searches and arrests. Among those under arrest 
are Eduardo Obregon Barreda, Julian Gémez del Cas- 
tillo and Ignacio Fernandez de Castro. All are out- 
standing members of H.O.A.C. (Hermandades Obreras 
de Acctén Catélica, or Worker Brotherhoods of Catholic 
Action). C.V. (Spain) 
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Editorial 


A FRUITFUL MONTH 


The political activities of the groups of Spaniards op- 
posing the present regime in Spain have borne a rich 
harvest during this last month of August. 

Having made a long and thorough study of the in- 
ternal situation of Spain today, representatives of all 
of the most important Republican parties of the past 
have come to an agreement on the need for their res- 
pective groups to become fused into a single Republican 
Party. Consequently they have formulated a draft of 
the doctrinal foundations for a party which is to be 
called “Movimiento Republicano Progresista.” This 
agreement has already had resonant echoes within 
Spain. 

Shortly after this event—which indeed it was—the 
Confederacién Nacional del Trabajo (National Con- 
federation of Labor, one of the two big free trade 
unions of Spain that were outlawed by the Franco 
regime) held a Congress in Toulouse, which was at- 
tended by representatives from within Spain, in which 
resolutions of great importance for the immediate fu- 
ture were passed. 

Similarly, the Spanish Socialist Party held a Con- 
gress in Toulouse on August 14-17, attended by rep- 
resentatives from within Spain and from the groups 
of exiles in the Latin American countries. During these 
meetings of the Socialist Party a resolution was passed 
which reiterated the resolutions passed by the other two 
Congresses. Thereby was affirmed the formula for the 
solution of the political problem of Spain. 

Considered altogether these developments are of un- 
deniable importance, but the most significant of all 
is the news of the fusion of the various Republican 
parties into a single party and the draft of its doctrinal 
bases or program. The old Spanish Republican parties 
suffered from the defect of the political structure of 
Latin nations in general: plurality of parties. However, 
in their clear-sighted evaluation of present realities and 
a realization of the need for a renovation of their meth- 
ods, for the elimination of petty personal ambitions and 
the interring of paralyzing anachronisms, the repre- 
sentatives of the Spanish Republican parties in exile 
have boldly undertaken the task of formulating the 
draft of a program which is already under the con- 
sideration of the Republican-democratic groups of the 
interior. 

The fundamental affirmation made in the intro- 


duction of this draft should be brought to the attention 
of our readers. It says: 
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“The Movimiento Republicano Progresista is found- 
ed with the ambition of including all progressive Span- 
ish democracy in all its forms, which are manifold but 
which coincide in the affirmation of its great, funda- 
mental principles: Liberty, Democracy, Justice, Progress. 

“We believe that all of the forces and tendencies 
that are included within these defined limits should 
constitute themselves as a single party. 

“The Movimiento Republicano Progresista is une- 
quivocably and substantially REPUBLICAN.” 

The draft for the program includes the following sub- 
jects: political-administrative structure; economic and 
social policy; military and international policy. Because 
of the equilibrium of this program, its fair sense of 
the Spanish reality and its constructive spirit one must 
regard it as the basis for a well-founded hope for the 
birth of a single Republican party in Spain capable of 
creating a democratic order which will be both stable 
and renovating. 

We must emphasize the importance of the three 
events of August which we have enumerated, because 
the three political sectors to which we have alluded had 
already accepted, in 1957, a declaration concerning the 
path to be followed if a peaceful solution to the prob- 
lem of Spain’s political future is to be attained: 

“A provisional government, with no preconceived 
political orientation, with representation of all the po- 
litical sectors so that, prior to the restoration of demo- 
cratic freedoms and guarantees, the country may be 
consulted as to its future form of government.” 

No formula could be found which could be more 
effective or human or more in harmony with the norms 
prevailing in the free countries. 

Neither monarchy imposed by force, nor a Republic 
imposed through violence can be a solution for Spain. 
The future of a country which wishes to break with a 
tyrannical present must lie in the hands of one power 
alone, the only legitimate power of any country: the 
people. Only their decision made manifest in free elec- 
tions can bring Spain back to an equilibrium, to reno- 
vation and to the fulfillment of its obligations as a 
free country, obligations which are forgotten today. 

Spain’s struggle for freedom is a struggle which is 
without precedent, just as are the tragedies of her de- 
fense for freedom, and the Spanish people have never 
lost their vitality. Let us not forget that it was Spain 
that. gave birth to the word LIBERAL, and LIBERTY 
still has a clandestine meaning there. 


WW 








uncensored 





Reports from our 
correspondent in Madrid 


ANOTHER SUMMER 


The Caudillo went off to his summer residence, the 
Ayete Palace in San Sebastian, but before settling down 
to his favorite sport of tuna fishing he issued some state- 
ments on the Middle Eastern conflict with which. the 
reader is doubtlessly familiar. Once again were we pre- 
sehted to “the champion of the Arab people,” the 
critic of the “private interests of the capitalistic and 
financial groups.” According to persons close to Franco 
such statements are still being prompted by his old 
longings to appear as mediator between the Arab world 
and the West—an ever more illusory ambition of whose 
futility the most informed of the regime’s diplomats 
are by now convinced. 

What is worth noting is the differentiation which 
the Caudillo established between his approach to the 
problems of the Middle East and North Africa. Why 
was this? Because towards the end of July reports com- 
ing from the Palace de Santa Cruz (Ministry of For- 
eign Relations) indicated that official thinking con- 
sidered it expedient to go all out for Nasser and ac- 
cept new situations in the Middle East, whereas they 
considered that Spanish interests in North Africa re- 
quire quite a different policy (with an eye too toward 
a future exploitation of the resources of the Sahara). 
The appointment of key diplomats, Sr. Cristobal del 
Castillo and the very loyal Juan José Pradera, as Am- 
bassadors to Rabat and Tunis respectively, are symp- 
tomatic of this concern. But what is curious is that as 
recently as early July governmental officials in Madrid 
were accusing the United States and England of soft- 
ness in the Middle East, and instructions had been giv- 
en to the daily press to pursue such a line. 

On the day following the disembarcation of United 
States marines in Lebanon two squadrons of jet planes 
took flight from Torrejon de Ardéz for an “unknown 
destination.” This occurrence, which is but a logical 
consequence of the agreements of 1953, awoke some 
of the military chiefs from their complacence, and they 
discreetly conveyed their concern to the Caudillo over a 
possible Spanish involvement, and the consequent risk of 
her being the victim of hypothetical reprisals. This inci- 
dent was doubtlessly prompted by a statement made on 
August 10 by an American official to the effect that 
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atomic bomb bearing planes were in readiness all day 
long at the bases of Torrején and Valenzuela to take 
flight on 15 minute notice. Needless to say the man in 
the streets has remained unaware of this statement and 
of the afore-mentioned flight operation, so worries of 
such a nature have not spread into public opinion. If I 
call attention to them it is for two reasons: because they 
may have caused a certain intranquility in the entourage 
of the Caudillo, whose members are more attentive to 
the good or bad humors of the generals than to the 
opinion of the populace; secondly, so that our friends 
of the United States reflect on the dangers of depend- 
ing on an ally who, in acting behind the back of public 
opinion, could fail them in the most decisive moments. 


THE “POLICY OF THE 

BLUDGEON” CONTINUES 

But’ if the international winds have not favored the 
Francoist ship of state, its helmsman evidently con- 
siders that the hour of “liberalization” is far from here, 
as the bells that would announce it could at the ‘same 
time be ringing in the disintegration of the regime. 
Even the elaboration of the institutional laws (which 
won’t change a thing) has been postponed until the 
autumn. And, for now, the irreplaceable internal policy 
continues to be that of the bludgeon. 

A most eloquent example of this policy took place 
in the prison of Burgos, as a result of the statements 
made by the Caudillo to the French journalist Serge 
Groussard in the interview published in the Parisian 
newspaper Le Figaro. At that time Franco affirmed that 
since 1939 no one has been sentenced in Spain for po- 
litical crimes, but only for common crimes. The reac- 
tion was soon forthcoming, not only from international 
sources—the I.C.F.T.U. published a strong denial, for 
instance—but from the least expected source: the prison 
at Burgos. Three political prisoners confined in that 
prison wrote to the Chief of State, requesting that he 
rectify his statement. In one of these letters, all of 
which were written in the most respectful terms, its 
author said: “Your Excellency can kill us, if he likes, 
but he cannot take away our honor”: the honor of be- 
ing a political prisoner. The official answer came quick- 
ly. The prisoners were considered disrespectful and were 
thrown into punishment cells. Thereupon the 500 other 
political prisoners in Burgos went on a sympathy strike, 
refusing to participate in any of the so-called “distrac- 
tions” offered by the prison to its inmates. Finally they 
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sent a communication to the Economic and Social Coun- 
cil of the United Nations. 

This sad “judicial chronicle” should also include the 
sentencing to death in Barcelona of two members of 
the C.N.T. (one of the two big labor unions outlawed 
by the Franco regime) who were accused of having 
killed a guard, and the delays in the administration of 
justice in disposing of the cases under arrest. Most of 
those arrested as a result of the strikes in Asturias re- 
main in the hands of the notorious Colonel Aymar, 
who still has not formulated charges against them; thus 
they are prevented from appointing lawyers. These 
matters along with the confidential circulars being dis- 
tributed to diplomatic and consular representatives in- 
structing them to take measures against certain Span- 
iards residing abroad (even going so far as to order 
these representatives “to resort to physical means,” ac- 
cording to a “top secret” post-script on one of these 
communications) all give an idea of the nature of 
the “liberalization” of the regime. 


INTELLECTUAL REPRESSION 


Nor does intellectual repression lag behind. At present 
great propaganda is being made by the “intellectual- 
police” of the regime over the book by Father Santiago 
Ramirez attacking the work of Ortega y Gasset. It is 
believed that this veritable “intellectual aggression” re- 
lates to the need felt in certain circles to justify a 
condemnation by the Holy Office of the works of the 
great Spanish philosopher. At the same time it implies 
a crafty attack against Catholic intellectuals who de- 
fend a large part of the work of Ortega, especially the 
former rector of the University of Madrid, Sr. Lain 
Entralgo. But as things no longer happen as they did 
15 years ago, Father Ramirez was indirectly refuted in 
the columns of the newspaper Ya, which appealed to 
him for a spirit of Catholic charity for the intellectuals 
who are not Catholic, and for the part of their work 
which is not irreconcilable with dogma, saying, in brief, 
that what the Spaniards must do is unite and not let 
themselves be divided. 

The Catholic hierarchy still feels either too much 
attachment to the regime or too much intranquility with 
respect to the future, and this is demonstrated by the 
violent reaction against the 50 priests who signed the 
petition asking for the release of the arrested students. 
Many of these priests have been called to order for 
“having let themselves be taken by surprise” (although 
none of them retracted) and the echoes of episcopal in- 
dignation seem to have penetrated to the very anterooms 
of Saint Peter’s. What was most entertaining was the 
fact that apparently the Minister of the Army, Gen- 
eral Barroso, had not realized that the matter was so 
serious, and had appeared very cheerfully in the Coun- 
cil of Ministers carrying the petition of the “50 fathers” 
in his portfolio. They say that the Caudillo’s indigna- 
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tion was like that of the most tempestuous days! Alas, 
this Minister of the Army! First they say that he is 
more Francoist than Franco, and then they say that 
he is a monarchist; no sooner does he make a speech 
in the true style of the “Crusades” than he tells his 
relative, Dr. Maranén, that he agrees with what the 
Doctor has written in Mexico. In truth, he should have 
realized that the document was not to be taken so 
lightly! 

Does the Caudillo know that many of the signers 
found its wording too mild? I doubt that, but the truth 
is that he is very much concerned about those Catholics 
who are obdurately maintaining that the idea of re- 
ligion is compatible with the exercise of freedom. The 
existence of the “Frente de Liberacién del Pueblo” 
(Front of Liberation of the People) or F.L.P., which, 
though it is not a religious group has a Catholic ma- 
jority, has worried official minds over the growing 
number of lambs who are deserting the fold. 


REASONS FOR THIS BAD HUMOR 

This worry is explicable, to a certain extent, for al- 
though the opposition has not chalked up many points 
in these last months, the fact that it is now reinforced 
by many persons who were formerly neutral or who 
even accepted the regime, is the object of concern for 
those who identify their life and their livelihood with 
it. Another example is the growth of the sindicalist 
groups of the University Falanges of which we spoke 
about a year ago. The leaders of these “Falanges” were 
replaced by members of the official Falange with Sr. 
Solis at their head, and this caused the break-up of 
several centuria. Now the students who started this 
movement have oriented their activities towards the 
formation of labor groups, breaking with all remnants 
of Falangist ideology. Their clandestine bulletin, which 
has a run of several thousands, is the object of vigilance, 
which up to now has been in vain, by the subordinates 
of Sr. Reguengo, Chief of the political-social police of 
Spain. 

So now, another summer has gone by, but in spite 
of the “optimism to order” of the press (what an an- 
thology, or idiotology, one could make of that!), things 
are not getting any better for the regime. 

Madrid, August 1, 1958 
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IS THERE A 
RIGHTIST OPPOSITION? 


Last spring brought a rare flowering: that of the right- 
ist opposition in a many-hued multitude of organiza- 
tions and coalitions, all predicting the end of the re- 
gime and its substitution by this or that civico-military 
government whose members would have suddenly been 
converted to liberal, even democratic, principles. But 
summer came and these flowers wilted, perhaps because 
the “conspirators” were used to long vacations, or be- 
cause the attitude of the Caudillo, who is in no way in- 
clined to bow out of the national scene, somewhat stifled 
their ardor for national renovation. 

It is quite true that with few exceptions all of the 
bankers and generals of the opposition decided to take 
summer vacations. But, all joking apart, there can be 
no doubt but that official reactions thwarted their plans 
and that they had a second thought before involving 
themselves in anything that might lead to action. 

However, everyday life, which does not permit such 
delays, is ever sowing new seeds of unrest, not only 
for the well-off members of the opposition but for the 
country at large. The cost of living is continuing its 
relentless climb: freight charges have gone up 20%; 
electricity rates have been “readjusted,” as their in- 
crease is euphemistically referred to, and rents on dwell- 
ings leased in 1942 or since have been raised. But even 
sadder for us now in these dog days of the summer’s 
end: the price of a glass of beer has gone up again, 
even that of ice! And once again comes an increase in 
the price of bread. 


MORE STRIKES OR MORE INFLATION? 

One does not have to be overly observant to realize 
that we are facing a new wave of inflation. Sr. Ullas- 
tres, Minister of Commerce, optimistically maintains 
that if we continue our policy of restricting imports and 
have a little luck in the matter of revenue from tour- 
ists, this inflation can be controlled—but only if we can 
get to the end of the year without new wage increases. 
In other words, as far as he is concerned the prob- 
lem depends on the re-establishment of the balance of 
trade and in keeping down the demand in the internal 
market. 

Though this opinion is likely to be shared by the Mi- 
nister of the Treasury, it will surely be opposed by Sr. 
Solis, Minister and Secretary General of the Falange, 
who, backed up by Sr. Arrese, Minister of Housing, 
has insisted during several of the most recent meetings 
of the Council of Ministers on the need for a new in- 
crease in wages. Sr. Solis has well-founded information 
from the state-controlled labor unions concerning the 
widespread social unrest and the possibility of a new 
wave of strikes in the autumn if the rise in the cost of 
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living of the past few months is not compensated for by 
a corresponding rise in wages. 

In Sr. Ullastres’ eyes to give in to such pressure would 
mean financial disaster for many years to come; in 
Sr. Solis’ opinion refusal to give in to it would bring 
something far worse, namely political and social disaster. 

The most ironical aspect of this debate is that our 
zealous guardian number one of “internal security,” 
General Camilo Alonso Vega, Minister of the Interior, 
is inclined to side with Sr. Solis, “for reasons of public 
order” (sic). 

But this is not the only thorny issue to have been 
brought to Ayete Palace this summer. Spanish official- 
dom’s obsession with foreign affairs has not slackened 
in the least, and if internal headaches may have been 
slightly less acute lately, international developments have 
been the cause of other preoccupations in official cir- 
cles. The three principal sources of this concern are: 
the East-West debate, the European question and the 
problems connected with North Africa. 


U.N. AND 

U.S. DECISIONS FROWNED UPON 

The United Nations’ decision on the Middle East and 
the announcement of negotiations aimed at a suspension 
of nuclear tests have been far from well received in 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 

There can be no doubt but that there are a certain 
number of officials in the regime who have acclima- 
tized themselves to the atmosphere of catastrophe and 
who could not live without this atmosphere because of 
their fear that a relaxation of the “emergency” would 
terminate the reasons for the existence of the regime. 

Aside from certain obvious names, it is necessary for 
us to mention the name of Rafael Sanchez-Mazas (Se- 
nior), a prototype of the champion of the worst pos- 
sible causes. When he writes (in the Madrid daily, 
ABC) that “the agreements of the United Nations are 
a step backward” he is taking exactly the same position 
that he took a year and a half ago when he very 
solemnly pontificated: “King Hussein’s Bedouins have 
saved western civilization.” Day after day he demands 
his ration for the “Crusade,” but it is a crusade to be 
waged by others. I insist on this point so that our 
American friends will understand that when these gen- 
tlemen speak of the defense of western civilization they 
are really thinking of the defense of their own sinecures 
—a defense by others, to be sure, and if “the others” 
are Americans, then so much the better. 

These people know very well that Spain is in no 
condition to wage a war, no matter on how small a 
scale it might be (well informed military men such as 
General Martinez Campos have been emphasizing this 
point lately); yet they never fail to dangle before the 
Western countries the lure of a Spanish military con- 
tribution which in reality is less than problematical. 
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That is why this kind of Spaniard is always talking of 
fabulous dangers lurking in ambush. 

As I have already said, the American decision to 
suspend nuclear explosions and to negotiate on this is- 
sue made a very unfavorable impression on the diplo- 
mats loyal to the regime. Though at the moment there 
are no higher-ups in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
the underlings with whom I have spoken insist (per- 
haps repeating what they have overheard in offices 
higher up) on the “error committed by the United 
States.” It is beyond their comprehension that such a 
measure could have been adopted as anything but a 
pre-electoral maneuver (these young men of the Palace 
de Santa Cruz have a very picturesque idea of what 
elections are like) or that it is designed to win the sym- 
pathies of the Afro-Asian bloc in the forthcoming Gen- 
eral Assembly. 

What is of interest however is to note how easily 
these gentlemen turn against their “American ally” 
when their role as watchdogs is endangered. Conversely, 
I also want to call attention to the fact that it is pre- 
cisely these decisions of American foreign policy that 
have been cordially received by the man in the street, 
the average Spaniard. 


HOPES OVER DE GAULLE FADE 
But to return to the preoccupations of Sr. Castiella’s 


henchmen, let us consider the situation with reference 
to Europe. 


While in San Sebastian this summer, Sr. Castiella 
received a visit from M. Louis Joxe, Secretary Gen- 
eral of the Quai d’Orsay. The Spanish Government had 
expected something more than just a visit from a high 
official arriving as a representative of a great power 
in order to condescendingly explain the French point 
of view with respect to the Middle East, the Summit 
Conference, North Africa, etc., to its neighbors. And 
this after having given priority to visits to the govern- 
ments of Tunis and Rabat. 

This year’s interview appeared to be less auspicious 
than was the corresponding one of a year ago, when 
the French Under-Secretary M. Faure came to San 
Sebastian for a talk with Sr. Castiella, with whom he 
found many points of agreement. This year the con- 
versation did not go so smoothly. The only subject in 
which their points of view coincided was that of the 
thorny problem of the evacuation of troops from Moroc- 
co, which M. Balafrej’s government has been tena- 
ciously insisting upon. But even in that matter one 
could not speak in terms of planned joint action. 

For all of these reasons some officials in Madrid are 
feeling let down over France, saying “For all of this 
it was hardly worth while for us to have been so jubilant 
over the arrival of de Gaulle.” Which just goes to show 
that it is one thing to make use of the developments 
in a neighboring country for propaganda purposes, but 
quite another to come to an understanding with it. 

However, in Madrid official circles it is hoped that 
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after the French referendum a greater preponderance 
of military men and civilians like M. Duchet in the 
French Government will facilitate this aspect of foreign 
policy. Something of the sort is needed for a ray of 
optimism to enter the Palace de Santa Cruz, because 
the era of spectacular triumphs to the gallery seems to 
have ended. 

Now the only card left for the Spanish Government 
to play is the question of Spain’s admission to NATO. 
Apparently much pressure has been applied on the 
Portuguese Government for it to apply pressure, in 
turn, on France with respect to this point. 

It is also known that certain specialists at the serv- 
ice of the government are making a study of the even- 
tual danger of Soviet penetration in North Africa, so 
as to be able to explain to the NATO governments the 
indispensable role which Franco Spain could play in 
a mechanism created to combat such a danger. But the 
unfortunate part is that the voice of the Spanish Gov- 
ernment is ever feebler in the Arab world. Relations 
with Rabat are far less cordial than before, and now 
Sr. Fanfani has tossed the dream of a “Mediterranean 
Pact” into the dustbin, proposing an audacaious policy 
with an eye to Africa, on the one hand, and to Germany 
on the other, completely bypassing Spain. 


THE DOUBLE GAME 

OF THE MARTIN ARTAJO BROTHERS 

In order to convey an idea of assurance to the public, 
Sr. Alberto Martin Artajo has published, with the ap- 
proval of the government, an article which attempts 
to be sensational, announcing the “imminent” admis- 
sion of Spain to NATO, the European Common Mar- 
ket and the Council of Europe. The net effect of this 
article was extremely superficial, as everyone who is au 
courant in such matters is aware of the material and 
legal impossibility of achieving such aspirations in a 
short period of time. 

In making such daring affirmations, Don Alberto 
Martin Artajo was trying to justify both the Govern- 
ment and himself, for let us not forget one thing (and 
with this we get back to the terrain of internal poli- 
tics): the Martin Artajo brothers, and above all Don 
Alberto, are classified more and more every day as 
“collaborationists” of the regime under the false guise 
of being Christian Democrats. They do not represent 
an outpost of Christian Democracy within the regime, 
but, on the contrary, an arm of the regime aimed at 
preventing the existence of a true Christian Democratic 
movement and at placing Catholic Action at the service 
of the regime. This point is much emphasized today in 
liberal Catholic circles. 

To pursue this area of our political life, we should 
also call attention to the rightist offensive going on 
within the HOAC (Worker Brotherhoods of Catholic 
Action). The elimination of Father Rovirosa, using the 
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injury to his leg as a pretext, has led to the presence 
of new individuals who are charged with the task of 
preventing the HOAC from turning into an anti-Fran- 
co labor organization. It is true that Reverend Father 
Malagoén, Counsellor to the HOAC, tries to retain the 
organization’s independence, but the result of this strug- 
gle will have to be sought in the reactions of the rank 
and file members. 

The replacement of Father Iribarren as Editor of the 
Catholic review Ecclesia by Father Montero-Moreno 
would also suggest that “collaborationist” elements in 
Catholic Action want to assure themselves of key posts 
before it is too late. 

This determination to close the way to a leftist or 
merely liberal Catholicism also reveals itself in certain 
instructions being given to the censors by Sr. Mufioz 
Alonso, Director General of the Press. The magazine 
Ciervo, of Barcelona, seems to have been the object 
of these attentions, in spite of the fact that Sr. Mufioz 
Alonso had seemed especially encouraging during a 
conversation with the editors of this Catholic magazine. 

In short, the Catholic right wing does not choose 
to align itself with the opposition. It is not interested. 
On the other hand, to be both a Catholic and of the 
left, something which was unheard of in the Spain of 
thirty years ago, is a very frequent phenomenon today. 


“SPAIN NEEDS AN ARAMBURU!” 

As far as the military is concerned, as one might sus- 
pect those officials without commands are the ones 
who are most inclined toward conspiracy. There is much 
chit-chat these days about a certain general who dis- 
tinguished himself during the Civil War while com- 
manding a brigade from Navarre in the Battle of the 
Ebro, and who has exercised his profession in Moroc- 
co during the last few years. Now that his military ca- 
reer has brought him to the directing of studies rather 
than the commanding of troops, it has occurred to him 
that “Spain needs an Aramburu!” 

Shortly before the summer vacations began our gen- 
eral appeared at a lecture-debate on European unity. 
He proceeded to take the floor and announced that 
Spain could not tackle any questions of integration with 
Europe until he: governmental institutions had been 
democratically transformed. Things went even further: 
I have reason to know that this general held an inter- 
view, not long ago, with a Spanish personage in exile, 
whose name and political (and labor) affiliations I 
prefer to silence. 

If our general is serious about imitating Aramburu, 
then we will have a sample of opposition from the 
right. But, until then, let us be satisfied with the op- 
position of the left, which, if it can be more coordinated 
than it has been so far, can have deep resonance in the 
national conscience. 


Madrid, September 1, 1958 TELMO LORENZO 
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late news 


A SINGLE 

REPUBLICAN: PARTY... 

The most important Republican 
parties of the past have resolved to 
become ‘fused into a ‘single party. 
After long months’ of deliberations 
and consultations within Spain they 
have come to this conclusion, and 
they have formulated some basic 
propositions whose positive value 
consists in pointing out in general 
lines the fundamental problems of 
Spain today and the enumcration of 
possible solutions for the future. 

Here: are a few of these_ basic 
declarations: 

“The .. Progressive . Republican 
Movement jis unequivocally and sub- 
stantially REPUBLICAN. Not only 
because on the level of theory, the 
Republic is the system which. is best 
adjusted to a perfect democracy, but 
because on the level of the living 
reality of Spain only a Republican 
regime’ ‘can effectively ‘liquidate 
Francoism with’ all of its faults and 
injustices, and create an authentic 
democratic order which will realize 
the profound renovation that is in- 
dispensable in order to promote the 
reconstruction and ‘full political, so- 
cial; economic.and cultural develop- 
ment of Spain, | 

“Monarchy as a sohition to the 
problem of the replacement of the 
Franco dictatorship is not and could 
not be. ‘anything but. a formula, for 
the preservation, in, whole. or in 
part, of the dominating oligarchies 
and the bastard and antisocial in- 
terests and privileges sustained in 
the shadow of the Franco regime. — 

“We affirm that the new political 
organization- represents~the continu- 
ity .of -all , that, is. most. noble, ele- 
vated and permanent in the tradi- 
tion of liberal ‘Spanish! Republicaii- 
ism, an‘ ideological movement ‘which 
has notibeen exempt; in ‘the’ course 
of its history, of circumstantial faults 
and. deficiencies,;: but»: which» ever 
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since. the: middle’ of. ‘the ‘ ‘19th: cen- 
tury; has beén: the exponent: of ‘the 
most»ardent patriotic fervor om be- 
half of Spanish society and the most 
ee wall » ae 224: ‘ idealt 
ism. 

“The creation of the Moviiiiiento 
Republicano Progresista signifies the 
decided intention to,endow new /im- 
pulse: and renovating, spirit. to .pro- 
gressive Spanish republicanism, aris- 
ing froma severe. critical analysis of 
the defects and errors. of the past 
in the light of experience,'and. very 
especially. of the errors of thetwo 
Republican periods that, our coun- 
try. has known, as well as the present 
reality of Spain and of the world.” 





ALL CO-EDUCATION 
NOW BANNED IN SPAIN 


Ever since General Franco assumed 
power in Spain in, 1939 co-educa- 
tion has been prohibited in all. of 
the public. schools, Now, starting 
with the fall term, it is to be elim- 
inated from the few remaining pri- 
vate schools. 

This ruling was specifically aimed 
against the “Estudio..Escuela” of 
Madrid, which has long been frown- 
ed on by the extreme rightists who 
accuse it. of .a,(“‘liberal. tendency.” 

It will be recalled.that in; 1956 the 
“Escuela, Estudio? was. attacked, by 
an unidentified band of young men 
who. entered the, premises,..broke: up 
furniture and window panes..and 
locked «the, teachers; in, while the 
police stood passively by, refusing to 
intervene. 

__ In its edition of. July 25 the Edu- 
cation Supplement of the London 
Times, commenting on the new rul- 
ing barring co-education, said about 
the “Escuela Estudio”: “Tn fact the 
school is condemftied because it’ ‘is 
considered ‘the ‘spiritual ‘heir Of the 
‘Instituto’ Escuela? thé most notable 
libétal”’ school ‘of ''the! times ‘before 
the Civil’ War.” 

‘Tt is not surprisitig to anyone that 
the educatidnal'’ authorities at’ the 
service of the’ Franco regime should 
try to extinguish’ these:remnants of 
the. old: liberalism; but) what“ they 
cannot! extinguish, no. matter how 
they may try, isi the nascent spirit 
of liberal democracy. 


FRANCO’ i tesrrar 
TO THE WEST © Jiif2 


In‘its edition of July‘27' the ‘Madrid 
fewspapier YA published some state- 
ments * made by ‘the’ er ‘which 
are ‘of lar’ interest. 


In reply to..a question. as: to what 
mistakes: and .what,,.correct; moves 
had been made: with: respect to the 
problems; of the. Middle. asta the 
General stated: 


“More mistakes than “correct 
moves were made in connection with 
the Middle East,°as the problem is 
much deeper. . .” “A foreign policy 
must keep in mind the internal con- 
ditions and the trend of opinion in 
the countries concerned and what’ is 
certain is that the foreign policy ‘of 
the West in these last years is going 
against the natural trend of the peo- 
ples, whereas the West’s adversaries 
are taking advantage of it. 


“Itis necessary for them to be 
made aware of the, fact that the 
West has no interest other than that 
of the. liberty’ and. independence. of 
their. people.” 


In reply to. a question as to 
whether the implantation of an ac- 
tive neutralism would. endanger the 
peace and security, of the West, 
Franco -stated:. “The dimensions 
that the. future , international con- 
flicts might reach do not permit 
these convenient, positions, of neu- 
tralism.any longer’... “In times 
of peace there .can be an. active 
neutralism, but. it. must disappear 
at the first. spark of .war. What is 
certain is that THERE IS NOTH- 
ING .THAT PAYS FOR OR 
GOMPENSATES FOR WAR. 
THEREFORE, .ALL. THAT: CAN 
BE DONE TO AVOID _ IT 
SERVES TO SAVE HUMANITY 
FROM CATASTROPHE.” 


_. Spanish readers were reminded of 
the orders issued by General Franco 
to‘ the Spanish ‘préss* just’ ten years 
ago, in 1948, when the U.S: Con- 
gress had voted ‘against the’ incli* 
sion of Spain: in: the Marshall) Plan 
countries. The press was then -or- 
deréd to proclaim that “in the-event 
of. war Spain’s: position: would | be 
that of an carmed: neutral.” | 2oro}: 





HEMINGWAY SYMPATHIES 
STILL PRO-LOYALIST 5!~ 

On August 6, The New, York, Times 
carried,a front-page story, asserting 
that Ernest. Hemingway had, brought 
suit against, squire: Magazine . to 
prevent republication of three short 
stories ‘about’ the Spanish Civil War 
which Hemingway had’ written for 
the magazine in 1938. 

The reason given for ‘the Nobel 
Prizewinner’s reluctance ‘to’ have 
these stories reprinted in an_anthol- 
ogy called The Armchair Esquire— 
scheduled to appear. later this: year— 
was that “the passage of time can 
affect the writings of authors either 
favorably or unfavorably, Illustra- 
tive is the change in attitude of peo- 
ple to writings of men during the 
time Russia was our ally to the pres- 
ent attitude of people to such men 
and their. writings now that Russia 
is perhaps our greatest enemy.” 

This statement, which had been 
prepared by Alfred Rice, Heming- 
way’s ‘agent and lawyer,” implied 
that the author may have had some 
changes of heart about ‘his pro- 
Loyalist sympathies when he was a 
correspondent in Spain during the 
years of the Civil War. The three 
stories involved in the suit—“The 
Denunciation,” “The Butterfly and 
the Tank” and “Night before Bat- 
tle’—-were all set “in and around 
Chicote’s Bar in Madrid,” and all 
three contained some discussion 
among the characters regarding the 
relative merits of the Loyalists and 
Franco’s forces. Hemingway’s own 
sympathies were clearly with the 
Loyalists at that time as is clearly 
indicated in all his writings about 
the war, including his well-known 
novel, For Whom the Bell Tolls, 
and his play, The Fifth Column. 

_ The. following day, August 7, 
Hemingway announced .to the press 
that he was dropping the suit against 
Esquire which had been. filed ’ by 
Mr, Rice on his behalf. All the 
statements. made in. the suit had 
been made, Hemingway stated, by 
the lawyer and not by himself. 
Concerning the implication that 
the ‘political flavor. of the three 
stories did not represent his feelings 
today, Hemingway stated, “‘In these 
stories I did not try to be :pro-Loyal- 
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ist» or: | anti-Loyalist; ‘But: if anyone 
wants: to know how’! feel today let 
me say that I have not changed my 
attitude about:.the Spanish ‘Civil 
War. I was forthe Loyalists! and I 
still feel that way about the Loyal 
ists. The orily change is that f know 
more about the war.) on: 


His reason for the’ suit Hsiakan’ the 
magazine, Hemingway declared, was 
that Esquire had not asked permis- 
sion’ from him ‘to reprint ‘the’ storiés 
in the anthology and because he 
thought that: two'of them “were not 
as’ good as I: wanted them. and} 
wanted to revise them before letting 
them go‘ into book form. I’ reserve 
the right to make my’ prose as good 
as it can be. In fact, I have the 
obligation to do so. . . I only wanted 
to remove some of the clichés.” 


The suit) was dropped: on’ agree+ 
ment between Hemingway and Es- 
quire that the magazine would re- 
print only one of the three stories, 
the one titled “The Butterfly and 
the Tank” which Hemingway felt 
needed _ no revising. 





THE GOVERNOR 
VS. THE COURTS 


On July 4a trial of three individuals 
was held in the Court of the Pro- 
vince of Barcelona: Juan Cornu- 
della Barbera, José Soler Sanchez 
and Francisco Forner Hernandez. 
They were charged with breaking 
the “Law of Public Order.” 

According to the Public Prosecu- 
tor clandestine literature of an eco- 
nomic and financial nature had been 
found in the home of the defendant 
José Soler Sanchez. 

The defense sustained that the 
private possession of such _ leaflets 
did not constitute an infringement 
of the “Law of Public Order.” 

The court ruled that the defend- 
ants Cornudella and Forner: were to 
be acquitted, and Soler was sen- 
tenced to two months imprisonment. 

However, evidently the: court’s de- 
cision did not suit the Civil Gov- 
ernor of the Province of Barcelona, 
Sr. Acedo, who ordered that Cornu- 
della be retained in prison indefin- 
itely. 


in Lividen, the Darquts de Santa 
Cruz, expressing his party’s “deep 
concern over the recent arrest by 
the Spanish authorities in Madrid 
of six students. 

“We are particularly bictied 3 at 
the. brutal methods,.known,,to have 
been adopted in: public. by the Span- 
ish -police in arresting Zayas, and 
demand that the students, be given 
fair; trial in accordance. with stand- 
ards of: justice, upheld throughout 
the civilized world.” 


af 
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NEW RISE IN. PRICES’ 


According ‘to an official decrée of 
August 6, freight charges were’ in- 
creased from 10-20%. This increase 
affects the cost of transportation of 
wheat and grain. What is referred 
to as “a readjustment of fares” for 
passengers is under consideration. 





Electricity rates have been in- 
creased by 10%. — 

Also. on August 6, a decree au- 
thorized. the increase, of 5. to 20% 
in rents of dwellings. and an increase 
of 30 to 60% .on rental of, places 
of, work. or business, 





THE PRETENDER D. JUAN 
DISQUALIFIED 


The following notice appeared in 
the Paris Le Figaro on August 8: 

A distinguished competitor in the 
Lisbon-Cadiz regatta, Don Juan de 
Bourbon, Pretender to the Throne 
of Spain, has been disqualified. His 
yacht, the El Saltillo, was becalmed 
and Don Juan turned on his auxili- 
ary motor, thereby breaking one of 
the rules of sailing regattas, 





SPAIN RECOGNIZES 
IRAQUIAN GOVERNMENT 


The Spanish diplomat D. Emilio 
Garcia Gémez: has been appointed 
Spanish Ambassador to Iraq and 
has already presented his credentials 
to the new government im Baghdad. 


IBERICA 
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FRANCO'S TOMB 


The gigantic monument constructed by Franco “in the 
memory jof| the fallen .ones” «;: . the fallen ones! of the 
» (Which) has:cdst: the:'impoverished 
and starving Spain an estimated $75 millions, was>to 
have been officially inaugurated on July 18, the anni- 


versary of the military rebellion ef 1936 which Prgs, 


cipitated the Spanish Civil Wage 


General Franco had announced, 1 the Stamens oe * ; : 
that date but, byva decree issued in San Sebastian, he. ra 


ordered that the monument should be opened to the 
public without any ceremony. No explanation was: given 
for this:change in plans, but it can be’ surmised :that it 
was deemed more prudent not to call too much:atten- 
tion to what might well be described as “Franco’s Folly” 
at this time of widespread unrest over the constantly 
rising cost of living in Spain. 

On August 1 the monument was opened to the pub- 
lic. The ‘Spanish press was loaded :with ecstatic com- 
ments of'‘which the following is a typical sample: 

“Cuelgamuros (the location:of: the monument): is 
the great spiritualization of the Hispanic feelings of the 
20th century. It is the solemn recognition ‘that the: vic: 
tory in our last war came from God.” 

As a reverse of this “spiritualization” we find in the 
very same newspapers the following invitation: 

“Visit the Valley of the Fallen . . . Daily excursions. 
Price per person, all inclusive, with lunch in a luxury 
hotel: 230 pesetas. Information and reservations at 
Viajes Melia, S.A.” 

According to the Barcelona daily La Vanguardia 
Espanola of August 2, “the attendance was sparse and 
consisted mostly of foreigners.” 

The monument was erected to the glory of Franco 
and as a tomb for the victors of the Civil War, but 
Franco wished to be generous and has offered space to 
the bones of ‘the vanquished. 

However for any “fallen” to be exhumed and re- 
interred in the crypt of the monument, permission must 
first be granted by the family in question. To date no 
body has been interred in the Pharoah-like monument 
and no application for space in the crypt has been made 
by the family of any of the “falien for Franco.” 

The intention of the Francoist authorities was to 
move the body of José Antonio Primo de Rivera, found- 
er of the Falange, to the Monument, however his re- 
mains are interred in the Escorial and his family have 
refused to authorize their removal to the Valley of the 
Fallen. 

It would appear that Franco is to rest alone. 

The following comments on the Monument appeared 
in the August 9 edition of the London Economist: 

The mausoleum of the Valle de: los Caidos (Valley 
of the Fallen), dedicated to the memory of the Civil 
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War dead, was opéned ‘to the’ public on’ August? Ist. 
Something of an? architectural wonder, it’ is‘ also. some- 
thing of a’ political ‘encumbrance. At the foot of the 
Guadarrama range, thirty-six miles from Madrid, this 
gargantuan mausoleum is almost within hailing distance 
of El Escorial monastery, the resting-place of the Span¢ 
ish kings, which Philip II took twenty-one years to build. 
General Franco's: mausoleum has taken fifteen years; its 
cost has never been published, but is rumoured’ to be 
around 2,500 million pesetas. It is an impressive en- 
gineering feat. Most of the structure has been carved out 
of the interior of a mountain; the crypt, 850 feet long, 
is surmounted outside by a gigaritic cross, 500 feet ‘high, 
of réinforced concrete! and containing a lift. 

The Valle de los Caidos was: first’ designed as the 
burial ‘place ‘of the Nationalists killed'in the ‘Civil War. 
But it has now been announced that the dead of both 
sides may rest there, provided they were of Spanish 
nationality and of the Roman Catholic faithThe rela- 
tives of those lost in the Civil. War have :been. invited 
to apply if they wish their dead to be transferred:to the 
national monument. The response: issaid to /have: been 
poor. Many Spaniards nowadays do not, share: their 
rulers’ preoccupation with the past. 

General Franco intends to be buried there, though not 
yet. The imtention—though it has not been publicly 








3 













































announced—is that he and José Antonio Primo de 
Rivera, the founder of the Falange who was executed 
by the Republicans at Alicante in 1936, should lie side 
by side under the main altar. José Antonio is at present 
buried at El Escorial and his relations have refused to 
have him moved to the Valle de los Caidos, The Mon- 
archists, for their part, have refused to have the remains 






of “Alfonso XIir brought. from Italy for byirial at El 
Escorial; apparently they are opposed to the transfer 
so long as the Spanish throne remains vacant. 

+: So:far:no:one has in fact been ‘buried at the Valley of 
the Fallen at all, and. the speculation is that only a 
small, symbolic number ‘of Civil ane dead will ever ” 
laid there. 


POLITICAL PRISONERS ASK. 
FRANCO FOR A RECTIFICATION 


During an interview with the French journalist Serge 
Groussard, published in the newspaper Le Figaro of 
Paris on June 11, 12 and 13, General Franco stated, 
among other things, that “there are no political prison- 
ers in Spain, only prisoners convicted of common crimes 
—robbery, murder, plundering, etc.” 

It would have been hard for the General to have 
anticipated that voices could be raised in answer from 
within the very prisons of Spain themselves, but that 
is just what happened. 

From the Central Prison of Burgos, where they are 
serving life sentences, Enrique Marco, former railway 
worker who was Secretary General of the clandestine 
Confederacién Nacional de Trabajo or CNT (one of 
the two big free labor unions outlawed under the Franco 
regime), Eduardo Villegas Vega, socialist, a member of 
the Unién General de Trabajadores (UGT) (the other 
big) clandestine labor union), and, José Luis Fernandez 
Albert, communist, each sent a letter to General Franco 
asking him to rectify his statement. Except,.for slight 
variations in form the three letters were very. similar. 
The following. is the letter signed by Eduardo Villegas 
Vega: ; oc Tei 


His Excellency, the Chief of the Spanish State 

Madrid 
Central Prison of Burgos 
June 25, 1958 

Dear Sir: 

Eduardo, Villegas Vega, age 59, mntiil, native and 

resident of Madrid, ‘son of Saturnino and Eulalia, at 

present ‘serving, a sentence in this, Central),Prison of 

Burgos; humbly and with the greatest respect. to Your 

Excellency’s person and position, 


SUBMITS: 

That he has received néws of some statements that Your 
Excellency is said to have made to .a'French journalist, 
in which it is stated that all of those: indicted since the 
termination of the Civil War which scourged: our coun- 


try were the authors of heinous crimes, since no one 


has been persecuted for political ideas. Such statements, 
if they were made, most deeply wound my dignity as a 
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man who all his life has esteemed: his honorable name 
more highly than life itself, damages my personal and 
professional reputation and sullies the name of my 
family, the humblest of the humble, but which is second 
to none in honesty. For all of this I say to you: Sir: 
I have been charged, judged and condemned twice; 
case no. 144,205, tried and sentenced in Madrid on 
January 15, 1940,-and no. 136,011 in a Court Martial 
held in Ocaiia (Toledo) on January 9, 1948, and never, 
Your Excellency, has anyone ever accused me of any 
crime, either before or since. It.is for:that reason that 


I—with all \humility— 


ENTREAT: 
Sir! You who can dispose of my life, my liberty, even 
my modest worldly belongings, do not let. the sole moral 
patrimony that remains be snatched. away from me: my 
dignity. In the name of all that, you most long for in 
this life and the next, save my name from disgrace, 
though you order my death! I do not deny having 
worked against what you represent, and if for chat I 
have to pay with my life, I will-not complain. But with 
all the strength of my being I ask that you rectify those 
statements and prevent an humble family which is hum- 
ble but as honorable as any from falling into ignominy. 

Thankyou in anticipation, Sir. May God protect you 
for many years, 

: EDUARDO VILLEGAS VEGA 
* * * 

Though these letters were sent with the permission of 
the Director of the Prison, the answer was to order their 
authors. to be confined in punishment cells. The three 
signers went on a hunger strike. The other political 
prisoners, about 500 in all, demonstrated their support 
of their three comrades by refusing to attend any “more 
or less recreational” events organized by the Prison’s 
direction, and have addressed a communication to the 
Political and Social Council of the United Nations. 


ICFTU PROTESTS 
The International Confederation of Free Trade Unions 
has sent a telegram to General Franco protesting against 
his statement. and against the persecutions of political 
and trade union personalities in Spain. 
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